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REMARKS 

Claims 1-8 are pending. Reconsideration and allowance of the present application 
based on the following remarks are respectfully requested. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §102 

Claims 1-8 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over Hiramatsu et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,456,677). Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

Claim 1 recites, in part, a synchronization system that includes a converter for 
oversampling a single symbol interval into a plurality of subsamples and a signal processor 
for classifying each symbol oversampled by the converter into a subsample group according 
to a sample phase, and performing signal processing to adjust processing speeds. 

In contrast, Hiramatsu discloses an A/D converter 14 but is silent regarding any 
oversampling (See, for example, Figure 2 and column 12). The A/D converter merely 
converts the analog signal 13 to a digital signal 15. There is no disclosure in Hiramatsu of 
oversampling. If the Examiner disagrees, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner 
more particularly point out the disclosure that the Examiner is relying on. 

Additionally, with respect to classifying each symbol oversampled by the converter 
into a subsample group according to a sample phase, the Office Action refers to column 35, 
lines 35-55. However, this disclosure merely relates to a selector 1605 for selecting the in- 
phase signal or a quadrature signal from a respective A/D converter 1603, 1604. As would 
be understood by a person of ordinary skill in the art, selecting the I and Q signals is not the 
same as grouping signals based on a sample phase. Specifically, as disclosed in the 
originally filed specification, referring to Figure 3 and pages 8 and 9, the sample phase 
relates to the position of the sampling whereas an I and Q signals are two seperate signals 
that differ in phase. 

Accordingly, Hiramatsu fails to teach, or even suggest, a synchronization system that 
includes a converter for oversampling a single symbol interval into a plurality of subsamples 
and a signal processor for classifying each symbol oversampled by the converter into a 
subsample group according to a sample phase, and performing signal processing to adjust 
processing speeds, as recited in claim 1. 

Claim 5 is believed allowable for at least the same reasons presented above with 
respect to claim 1 since claim 5 recites features similar to those of claim 1 discussed above. 
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Claims 2-4 and 6-8 are believed allowable for at least the same reasons presented 
above with respect to claims 1 and 5 by virtue of their dependence upon claims 1 and 5. 
Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection. 

Conclusion 

Therefore, all objections and rejections having been addressed, it is respectfully 
submitted that the present application is in a condition for allowance and a Notice to that 
effect is earnestly solicited. 

Should any issues remain unresolved, the Examiner is encouraged to contact the 
undersigned attorney for Applicants at the telephone number indicated below in order to 
expeditiously resolve any remaining issues. 
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